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ACTION ACDA-10 

INFO OCT-OI EUR-I2 ISO-00 ACDE-00 ERDA-05 CIAE-00 H-02 

INR-07 lO-IO L-03 NSAE-00 OIC-02 OMB-01 PA-01 PM-04 

PRS-01 SAJ-01 SAM-01 SP-02 SS-15 USIA-06 TRSE-00 

NSC-05 (ISO)W 

048821 

PR071320ZNOV 75 

FM USMISSION NATO 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORTY 4466 

SECDEE WASHDC PRIORITY 

INFO USDEL MBER VIENNA 

AMEMBASSY BONN 

AMEMBASSY LONDON 

USNMR SHAPE 

USCINCEUR 

SECRET USNATO 6064 

E.O. 11652: GDS 

TAGS: FARM, NATO, MBFR 

SUBJECT: MBFR: OPTION IILAPPROPRIATE DEFINITION OF COMMON 
CEILING: SPC MEETING NOVEMBER 6 

REES: A. USNATO 5959 DTG 041305 Z NOV 75 

B. STATE 262777 DTG 060026Z NOV 75 

C. USDEL VIENNA 514 DTG 051400Z NOV 75 

SUMMARY: SPC ON NOVEMBER 6 RETURNED TO APPROPRIATE DEFINITION OF 
THE COMMON CEILING IN OPTION III.BELGIANS AGREED TO DROP THEIR 
SENTENCE EROM THE GUIDANCE ON TELLING THE EAST THAT THE COMBINED 
COMMON CEILING WAS PROPOSED HAVING IN MIND THAT THERE IS APPROPRIATE 
PARITY IN AIR MANPOWER. FRG REP REAFFIRMED THE IMPORTANCE THE FRG 
ATTACHES TO REGISTERING ALLIED AGREEMENT ON THE COLLECTIVE NATURE OE 
REDUCTION COMMITMENTS IN THE POSITION PAPER.DUTCH CONTINUED TO 
RESIST THE COMPROMISE FORMULATION ON SEEKING AN UNDERSTANDING ON THE 
LEVEL OF THE COMMON CEILING IN PHASE I. END SUMMARY. 
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1. BELGIAN REP (BURNY) SAID BELGIUM COULD NOW ACCEPT THE 
COMPROMISE WHEREBY BELGIUM WOULD DROP THE BRACKETED SENTENCE 
IN THE EINAL TIC OF PARA 1 OF THE DRAET GUIDANCE (TEXT IN PARA 2, 

REF A) ON TELLING THE EAST THAT THE OFFER OF A COMBINED COMMON 
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CEILING WAS PROPOSED HAVING IN MIND THAT THERE IS AN APPROXIMATE 
APRITY IN AIR MANPOWER. SPC AGREED, AND THUS THE FINAL RACKETED 
SENTENCE IN THE EINAL TIE OE PARA I OP THE DRAFT GUIDANCE 
DROPS OUT, AND THE BRACKETS ARE REMOVED PROM AROUND THE UK 
ADDITION TO THE US POOTNOTE TO PARA 3 OP THE DRAFT POSITION 
PAPER (TEXT IN PARA 3, REP A). SINCE SPC AGREED AT LAST 
MEETING TO DELETE "ACCEPT AGREED" IN FAVOR 
OF "ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT REQUIRING", THE ONLY BRACKETED 
SENTENCE WITHIN THE PINAL TIC IS THE ONE STATING THAT AN 
UNDERSTANDING WOULD BE SOGHT IN PASE I ON THE LEVEL OF 
THE COMMON CEILING. AS NOTED BELOW, THE DUTCH CONTINUE TO 
PAVOR A SENTENCE ALONG THESE LINES. 

2. FRG REP (HOYNCK) CALLED ATTENTION TO THE BRACKETED 
SENTENCE IN PARA 3 OF THE POSITIONPAPER CALLING POR AGREEMENT 
WITH THE EAST ON THE COLLECTIVE NATURE OP REDUCTION COMMITMENTS. 
HE SAID HE WANTED TO REMIND THE COMMITTEE OF THE IMPORTANCE 

THE ERG ATTACHES TO REGISTERING ALLIED AGREEMENT ON THIS 
POINT IN THE POSITION PAPER. 

3. US REP (MOORE) MADE THE POINTS IN REP B IN SUPPROT OP THE 
SENTENCE IN PARA 3 OF THE POSITION PAPER ("IN THE COURSE 

OP PHASE I NEGOTIATIONS, AND SUBJECT TO LATER COUNCIL GUIDANCE 
ON THIS POINT, THE ALLIES SHOULD IN ADDITION SEEK A COMMON 
UNDERSTANDING WITH THE EAST AS TO THE PRECISE NUMERICAL 
LEVEL OP THE COMMON COLLECTIVE CEILING TO BE REACHED POLLOWING 
THE PHASE II REDUCTIONS"), AND THAT CURRENT GUIDANCE IN PARA I 
OP THE DRAPT GUIDANCE IS SUFPICIENT ON WHAT TO TELL THE EAST 
IN INITIAL PRESENTATIONS. IN ENSUING DISUCSSION, HE ALSO 
DREW ON MUCH OP PARAS 2 TO 5, REF C. 

4. UK REP (BAILES) SAID UK POUND PULLY ACCEPTABLE THE 
SENTENCE IN QUESTION IN PARA 3 OP THE POSITION PAPER. UK 
WAS PLEASED THAT US HAD BEEN ABLE TO ACCEPT THIS SENTENCE, 

WHICH IN UK VIEW REPRESENTED A SIGNIFICAANT STEP 
PORWARD PROM THE ORIGINAL US COMPROMISE LANGUAGE THAT, IP 
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"FEASIBLE", THE AHG "COULD" SEEK AN UNDERSTANDING WITH THE 

EAST ON THE LEVEL OP HE COMMON CEILING. UK AGREED 

PULLY WITH US THAT AHG SHOULD NOT SEEK AN UNDERSTANDING WITH THE 

EAST UNTIL THE NAC HAD AGREED ON A PRECISE PIGURE POR RHE 

LEVEL OP THE COMMON CEILING. IN ADDITION, UK AGREED THAT 

IT WAS NOT NECESSARY TO HAVA SENTENCE IN THE GUIDANCE 

REQUIRING AHG TO TELL THE OTHER SIDE THAT THE ALLIES WOULD 

SEEK AN UNDERSTANDING ON THIS MATTER IN PHASE I. 

5. NETHERLANDS REP (MEESMAN) SAID THAT HIS AUTHORITIES 
BELIEVED THE AHG SHOULD TELL THE OTHER SIDE IN INITIAL 
PRESENTATIONS THAT THE ALLIES WOULD SEEK AN UNDERSTANDING 
ON THE LEVEL OF THE COMMON CEILING. HE WAS ALSO TROUBLED BY 
THE US INABILITY TO ACCPET, IN THE SENTENCE IN QUESTION 
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IN PARA 3 OF THE POSITION PAPER, PLACING THE REEERENCE TO COUNCIL 

APPROVAL ALTER THE REEERENCE TO THE PRECISE NUMERICAL LEVEL. 

HE SAID HE HAD GREAT DIEEICULTY IN UNDERSTANDING THE PRESISTENT 
DIEFERENCE BETWEEN THE US AND THE EUROPEANS ON APPROPRIATE 
DEEINITION OE THE COMMON CEILING. 

6. CHAIRMAN (JUNG) SAID THAT HE DID NOT SEE 

THAT THIS WAS AN ISSUE BETWEEN THE US AND THE EUROPEANS, AND 
NOTED THAT ONE EUROPEAN, THE UK, HAD JUST SUPPORTED THE US 
POSITION. 

7. ERG REP SAID THAT, RE THE NETHERLANDS REP'S REMARKS, 

THE ERRG, A EUROPEAN ALLY, HAD TAKEN THE US POINT ON 
PHASING, AND SHARED THE US VIEW THAT THE ALLIES SHOULD NOT 
PRESS TOO STRONGLY ON GAINING AN UNDERSAT ANDING WITH THE EAST 
ON THE LEVEL OF THE COMMON CEILING IN PHASE I. THE ONLY 
POSSIBLE DIEEERENCE REMAINING BETWEEN US AND ERG WAS HOW TO 
EXPRESS THE POSITION IN PARA 3 OE THE POSITION PAPER IN A TACTICAL 
ERAMEWORK WITH THE EAST. HE COULD NOT COMMENT ON THE US 
VIEW THAT CURRENT GUIDANCE IN PARA I OF THE DRAET GUIDANCE 

IS SUFEICIENT ON WHAT TO TELL THE EAST IN INITIAL PRESENTATIONS. 

THIS WAS ONLY BECUASE HE HAD NO INSTRUCTIONS ON THIS, 

BUT THAT DID NOT MEAN THAT THERE WOLD BE ANY DISAGREEMENT BETWEEN 
ERG AND US ON THIS POINT. 

8. WE HAD LONG DISCUSSION WITH DUTCH REP LATER IN THE AY RE 
SECRET 
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THE US POSITION IN REP B. HE ACKNOWLEDGED THAT THIS EMARK 
ON PERSISTENT DIEEERENCE BETWEEN US AND EUROPEANS DID NOT 
REFLECT WHAT HE MEANT. HE STRESSED THE DEEP DUTCH COMMITMENT 
TO THE COMMON CEILING, AND THE DUTCH CONCERN THAT OPTION III 
OPFERED THE ALLIES THEIR BEST CHANCE TO OBTAIN EASTERN 
AGREEMENT TO THE KIND OP COMMON CEILING THE ALLIES WANTED. 

HE WONDERED IP THE COMMON CEILING COULD ACTUALLY BE OBTAINED 
IN PHASE II IP THE ALLIES HAD ALREADY USED OPTION III POR 
SOMETHING ELSE. WE WENT OVER ALL OP THE US ARGUMENTS WITH 
DUTCH REP, EMPHASING THE DISTANCE THE USE HAD COME ON THIS 
ISSUE, AND THE PACT THAT THE PRESENT PARA 3 OP THE POSITION 
PAPER OPFERS THE ONLY BASIS FOR A SOLUTION. HE APPEARED TO 
RECOGNIZE THAT, REALISTICALLY, THE DUTCH WOULD HAVE TO 
MOVE ON THIS ISSUE. 

STREATOR 
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« END OP DOCUMENT » 
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